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Basis of the opinion 
Priority 
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Lack of unity of invention 
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Certain documents cited 

Certain defects m the international application 

Certain observations on the mtemaHonaJ application 
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Box No. I Baste Off the opinion 

1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1 (b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table{s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 
a time of fifing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addfflon, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing andfor table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43Ms.1(aX0 with regard to novelty, Inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 

Novefty (N) Yes; Claims 

No: Claims 1,2,4,5 

Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1-5 

Industrial applicability (IA) Yes: Claims 1-5 

No: Claims 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Concerning Point V 



1 . The following documents are cited: 

D1: US-B-6.342.978 

D2: JP-A-2002.352.456 (cited in the application) 

03: US-A-2002/0.021.651 

04: US-A-5.01 8.836 

D5: US-A-5.646.789 

2. D1 (US-B-6.342.978) which is considered to present the closest state of the art 
describes an optical pickup device where the objective lens support is connected by 
six suspension spring wires with the pickup base; the six spring wires are divided into 
two sets of three wires where one wire of a set is supported by a bent portion and 
having a damping member, thus realizing a flexible connection (D1 , fig.1 ,2; col.5, 
fines 20-47; col.6, fines 1 4-26). 

Because these are the features defined in claim 1 , claim 1 is not novel as required by 
Articles 33(1 )(2)PCT. 

The feature of claim 2 in that the spring wires being electrical conducting is known as 
well from D1 (D1, col.7, fines 10-20). 

The feature of claim 3 in that the flexible connection comprises a resilient member is 
known as well from D1 (D1 , col.6, lines 15-17; the bent portion being evidently of the 
same material as the spring wire). 

Thus, claims 2 and 3 do not fulfil the novelty requirements of Articles 33(1 )(2) PCT. 
Claim 3 defines the flexible connection being at the movable section side, while D1 
shows the flexible portion at the static section side. Placing the flexible part at either 
of the two sides is seen to be a mere alternative for the skilled man, thus the subject- 
matter of claim 3 is not considered to be based on an inventive step as required by 
Articles 33(1)(3) PCT. 

3. 02 (JP-A-2002.352.456, abstract; cited in the application) describes an optical pickup 
device where the objective lens support is connected by six suspension spring wires 
with the pickup base; the six spring yvires are divided into two sets of three wires 
where one wire of a set has a free end part 

D2 is silent about the realization of "free end", where 'completely free' evidently does 
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not make any sense. Thus, the skilled man will look for realizations of suspension 
wires being not fixed at one end. Therefore, the skilled man will take into 
consideration D3 (fig.19, pars.137-139; fig.29,par.169), 04 (figs. 9,10; col.4, fine 62 
to col.5, line 22) or D5 (figs. 5,6; col.5, lines 32-45), all dealing with a flexible 
connection of a suspension wire. The features of the dependent claims are to be 
derived from these documents as well. 

Thus, the subject-matter of the present claims is not considered to be based on an 
inventive step with respect to documents D2-D5 (Article 33(1 )(3) PCT). 
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